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DESIGN COMMISSION
MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 26, 2016 6:00 PM
AUSTIN CITY HALL, BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS ROOM 1101
301 W. SECOND STREET, AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701

Meeting Minutes

Call to order by: E. Taniguchi at 6:03 PM.

Roll Call: C. Kenny arrived at 6:05 PM; B. Whatley and S. Franco not present.

1.

CITIZEN COMMUNICATION: None

MEETING MINUTES:
a. Discussion and possible action on the August 22, 2016 meeting minutes;

The motion to approve the minutes as drafted made by D. Carroll; second by E.
Taniguchi; was approved on a vote of [7-0]. B. Whatley, S. Franco, and C. Kenny not

present.

NEW BUSINESS (Discussion and Possible Action): None

4. OLD BUSINESS (Discussion and Possible Action)

a. Discussion and possible action on the Infrastructure Project application Checklist (Chair
Taniguchi)

A. Coleman took notes and will send to E. Taniguchi. Commission requested City
Architect organize a briefing by Office of Sustainability and Building Leadership
Excellence Team at their next regular meeting on climate change and resolutions that
currently affect City projects, respectively. E. Taniguchi will form a working group to edit
the last section of the application (“Environmental/Sustainable Issues”) after the
presentations. No action taken by Commission.

4. COMMITTEE AND WORKING GROUP REPORTS (Discussion and Possible Action)

a. Standing Committees Reports: None
b. Working Group Reports: None

c. Liaison Reports: None
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d. Appointment of Committee/Working Group members by Chair: None

6. STAFF BRIEFINGS: None
7. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS: None
8. ANNOUNCEMENTS
a. Chair Announcements: None
b. Items from Commission Members:

H. Walker gave an update on the status of Texas Department of Transportation
(TxDOT) IH-35 project and its public input period. E. Taniguchi called a special
meeting for Friday 9/30 to discuss and take possible action on writing a letter to
TxDOT regarding the IH-35 project.

A. Coleman asked for follow up on the scope of the Design Commission’s ordinance to
verify if the airport is exempt from Design Commission review and why. City Architect
(Kit Johnson) suggested an official letter from the Commission formally requesting /
directing staff to look into the issue. A. Coleman made a motion to request verification
from Airport group that the project is exempt from Design Commission’s review and
why (or, if it’s not, why it didn’t come before the Commission), and, drawings for
Design Commission’s review to see how project fits within the public realm. B. Luckens
seconded. Discussion included D. Carroll suggesting going higher up, E. Taniguchi
suggesting the Director of Aviation, C. Kenny suggesting the Legal Dept. A. Coleman
suggested Staff Liaison look into what procedures are to get an official City response.
No action taken by the Commission. E. Taniguchi added this as an agenda item for
next meeting.

C. Items from City Staff: None

ADJOURNMENT by consensus at: 9:17 PM
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DESIGN COMMISSION
FRIDADAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 2016 12:00 PM
AUSTIN CITY HALL, COUNCIL AIDES ROOM 1033
301 W. SECOND STREET, AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701

Meeting Minutes

Call to order by: E. Taniguchi at 12:00 PM.

Roll Call: B. Whatley arrived at 12:03 PM; A. Coleman not present.

1. CITIZEN COMMUNICATION: None

2. NEW BUSINESS (Discussion and Possible Action): None
a. Discussion and possible action on letter to Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT)
regarding IH-35 (Chair Taniguchi);

B. Luckens recused himself from this item due to a conflict of interest and left the dais
at 12:10pm because he owned an equity interest in a property at 8" and IH-35.

There was a motion by C. Kenny, seconded by M. Gonzalez to support the letter as
written.

The Commission continued to discuss points of the letter including design speeds on
frontage roads, menu of choices for the project along the corridor, safety concerns.
Based on the discussion, C. Kenny proposed suggested revisions to the letter. H. Walker
read the edits aloud. C. Kenny withdrew his original motion.

A substitute motion to accept the letter as amended was made by B. Whatley; second
by M. Gonzalez; approved on a vote of [8-0-2], B. Luckens recused, A. Coleman not

present.

ADJOURNMENT by consensus at: 12:33 PM
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DESIGN COMMISSION
MONDAY, OCTOBER 24, 2016 6:00 PM
AUSTIN CITY HALL, BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS ROOM 1101
301 W. SECOND STREET, AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701

Current Commission Members

Evan Taniguchi — Chair ___Martha Gonzalez
_____Bart Whatley — Vice-Chair ___ Conor Kenny

David Carroll _______BenLuckens
___AanColeman ___ Melissa Henao-Robledo

Samuel Franco ___ Heyden Walker

Katie Mulholland (COA-PAZ)
Executive Liaison

Nichole Koerth (COA — PAZ)
Staff Liaison

AGENDA

Please note: Posted times are for time-keeping purposes only. The Commission may take any item(s) out of order and no express guarantee

is given that any item(s) will be taken in order or at the time posted.

Approx. time
CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL 6:00 PM
1. CITIZEN COMMUNICATION: GENERAL 6:00 PM
a. The first five speakers signed up prior to the meeting being called to order will each
be allowed a three-minute allotment to address their concerns regarding items not
posted on the agenda.
2. MEETING MINUTES 6:15 PM
a. Discussion and possible action on the September 26, 2016 meeting minutes;
b. Discussion and possible action on the September 30, 2016 special called meeting
minutes;
3. NEW BUSINESS (Discussion and Possible Action): 6:30 PM

a. Discussion and possible action on the City of Austin’s Lamar Beach Master Plan
located at 1200 W. Cesar Chavez seeking support for the project (Charles Mabry,
Parks and Recreation Department);

b. Discussion and possible action on the City of Austin’s Montopolis Recreation and
Community Center project submittal located at 1200 Montopolis Drive seeking
support for the project and review of Alternative Equivalent Compliance under
Subchapter E of the Land Development Code (David Smythe-Macaulay, Public Works
Department);

c. Briefing on City of Austin’s Community Climate Plan (Zach Baumer, Sustainability
Office);
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d. Briefing on Building Leadership Excellence Team’s ideas to consolidate resolutions
affecting City owned buildings (Kit Johnson, Public Works Department);
e. Briefing, discussion, and possible action on the City of Austin’s process for Downtown

Density Bonus applicants going to Design Commission seeking support for process
changes (Katie Mulholland, Planning and Zoning);

4. OLD BUSINESS (Discussion and Possible Action):
a. Discussion and possible action on the Project Review Application (Chair Taniguchi);
b. Discussion and possible action on a strategy for developing Infrastructure Guidelines
(Chair Taniguchi);

8:30 PM

5. COMMITTEE AND LIAISON REPORTS (Discussion and Possible Action):
a. Standing Committees Reports;
b. Working Group Reports;
c. Liaison Reports;
d. Appointment of Committee/Working Group members by Chair.

9:00 PM

6. STAFF BRIEFINGS: None

9:10 PM

7. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS:
a. Briefing on South Central Waterfront Initiative (Alan Holt, Planning and Zoning) for
12/19 meeting;

9:10 PM

8. ANNOUNCEMENTS:
a. Chair Announcements;
b. Items from Commission Members;
c. Items from City Staff;

9:10 PM

ADJOURNMENT

9:20 PM

The City of Austin is committed to compliance with the American with Disabilities Act. Reasonable modifications and equal
access to communications will be provided upon request. Meeting locations are planned with wheelchair access. If requiring
Sign Language Interpreters or alternative formats, please give notice at least 2 days before the meeting date. Please contact
Nichole Koerth in the Planning and Zoning Department, at nichole.koerth@austintexas.gov or (512) 974-2752, for additional

information. TTY users route through Relay Texas at 711.
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Design Commission Committees, Working Groups, and Liaisons

Committees
1. Executive Committee: E. Taniguchi, B. Whatley

Working Groups
1. Planning and Urban Design Working Group: E. Taniguchi, H. Walker, B. Whatley, A. Coleman
2. Architecture and Development Working Group: B. Whatley, M. Gonzalez, D. Carroll
3. Landscape and Infrastructure Working Group: S. Franco, M. Henao-Robledo, A. Coleman, B.
Luckens
4. Public Engagement Working Group: B. Luckens, S. Franco, M. Henao-Robledo; C. Kenny

Design Commission Liaisons
1. Downtown Comm:. Liaison / Downtown Austin Plan: Samuel Franco

Design Commission Executive Liaison:

Katie Mulholland, Planner

Urban Design, Planning and Zoning Department

City of Austin, One Texas Center, 505 Barton Springs Rd., Austin, TX 78704
Phone: (512) 974-3362 B E-mail: katie.mulholland@austintexas.gov

Design Commission Staff Liaison:

Nichole Koerth, Administrative Senior

Urban Design, Planning and Zoning Department

City of Austin, One Texas Center, 505 Barton Springs Rd., Austin, TX 78704
Phone: (512) 974-2752 B E-mail: nichole.koerth@austintexas.gov

Resources:
1. The Urban Design Guidelines for Austin can be accessed here:
Urban Design Guidelines for Austin.

2. Design Commission backup may be accessed here: Design Commission Backup.
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City of Austin
Design Commission — Project Submittal Consideration Sheet

Project Name:
Lamar Beach Master Plan

Project Location/Address:

1200 W. Cesar Chavez 78703

Applicant: Property Owner:

Charles Mabry c/o Austin Parks and Recreation Department | City of Austin Parks and Recreation Department

Mailing Address: Mailing Address:

919 W. 28 1/2 St 200 South Lamar

Phone Number: Phone Number:

512-974-9481 512-974-9481

Project Architect/Engineer: Project Start Date: Project End Date:

Design Workshop, Inc. July, 2015 December, 2016

Mailing Address: Phone Number:

800 Brazos Street Suite 490 512-499-0222

Is project subject to redevelopment site Anticipated Dates of Action

plan or zoning application approvals? October 11. 20
0 Planning Commission: ’

Yes No City Council: November 10, 2016

Narrative Description of Proposed Project (including entitlements that you are seeking;
attach or add additional page(s) as necessary) :

The Lamar Beach Park Master Plan was initiated by City Council with a resolution
in June, 2014. Design Workshop was procured through an RFP process to assist
the Parks and Recreation Department in developing the master plan, and the plan
was developed in the fall of 2015 and early 2016 through a thorough stakeholder
process. The draft master plan was completed in March, 2016 and revised after
an internal City review and resubmitted in September, 2016. Sustainability benfits
of the plan include increased open space, improved drainage and increased tree
plantings. Community benefits include increased parkland and recreational
amenities and mobility improvements. The Austin Parks and Recreation
Department is seeking from the Design Commission a Recommendation to
Council for the adoption of the master plan.

Is Alternative Equivalent Compliance (AEC) requested for this project?

Yes [ |No If yes, please refer to following page

Current Status of Submittal:

[] Conceptual Schematic Design Development

Do you have a copy of the Urban Design Guidelines for Austin? L] ves No
If not, please see:
http://www.ci.austin.tx.us/downtown/downloads/urban_design quidelines for austin.pdf

Please fill in the subsequent information on the following pages.
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City of Austin
Design Commission — Project Submittal Consideration Sheet (Continued)

Relate the project to applicable items addressed in the Urban Design Guidelines for
Austin. For an explanation of each guideline, please review the document at:
http://www.ci.austin.tx.us/downtown/downloads/urban_design_guidelines _for_austin.pdf

ALTERNATIVE EQUIVALENT COMPLIANCE (AEC)

Is AEC being requested for this project? Yes [J]No

If yes, please explain nature of request including alternatives offered and entitlements
sought. Attach additional page if necessary.

AREA WIDE GUIDELINES

1. Create dense development

incorporated, need input, L NA

2. Create mixed-use development

incorporated, need input, L1 {N/A
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3. Limit development which closes downtown streets

incorporated, need input, 1 {N/A

4. Buffer neighborhood edges

incorporated, need input, L {n/a

5. Incorporate civic art in both public and private development

incorporated, need input, [] N/A

6. Protect important public views

O incorporated, need input, N/A

7. Avoid historical misrepresentations

incorporated, need input, [] N/A

8. Respect adjacent historic buildings

incorporated, need input, L /A

9. Acknowledge that rooftops are seen from other buildings and the street

incorporated, need input, [ N/A

10. Avoid the development of theme environments

incorporated, need input, L /A

11. Recycle existing building stock

incorporated, need input, [ N/A
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GUIDELINES FOR THE PUBLIC STREETSCAPE

1. Protect the pedestrian where the building meets the street

incorporated, need input, L IN/A

2. Minimize curb cuts

incorporated, need input, [ N/A

3. Create a potential for two-way streets

incorporated, need input, N N/A

4. Reinforce pedestrian activity

N incorporated, need input, N/A

5. Enhance key transit stops

incorporated, need input, LI IN/A

6. Enhance the streetscape

incorporated, need input, [ N/A

7. Avoid conflicts between pedestrians and utility equipment

incorporated, need input, [ N/A

8. Install street trees

N incorporated, need input, N/A

9. Provide pedestrian-scaled lighting

incorporated, need input, O N/A

10. Provide protection from cars/promote curbside parking

N incorporated, need input, N/A
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11. Screen mechanical and utility equipment

incorporated, need input, [ N/A

12. Provide generous street-level windows

incorporated, need input, L /A

13. Install pedestrian-friendly materials at street level

incorporated, need input, [ N/A

GUIDELINES FOR PLAZAS AND OPEN SPACE

1. Treat the four squares with special consideration

incorporated, need input, [] N/A

2. Contribute to an open space network

B incorporated, need input, N/A

3. Emphasize connections to parks and greenways

[] incorporated, need input, N/A

4. Incorporate open space into residential development

incorporated, need input, (1 [N/A

5. Develop green roofs

incorporated, need input, L {N/A

6. Provide plazas in high use areas

incorporated, need input, [ N/A
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7. Determine plaza function, size, and activity

incorporated, need input, RN

8. Respond to microclimate in plaza design

incorporated, need input, N N/A

9. Consider views, circulation, boundaries, and subspaces in plaza design

incorporated, need input, H N/A

10. Provide an appropriate amount of plaza seating

incorporated, need input, [] N/A

11. Provide visual and spatial complexity in public spaces

incorporated, need input, [] N/A

12. Use plants to enliven urban spaces

incorporated, need input, [ N/A

13. Provide interactive civic art and fountains in plazas

incorporated, need input, [] N/A

14. Provide food service for plaza participants

incorporated, need input, [ N/A

15. Increase safety in plazas through wayfinding, lighting, & visibility

incorporated, need input, U {N/A

16. Consider plaza operations and maintenance

incorporated, need input, L IN/A
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GUIDELINES FOR BUILDINGS

1. Build to the street

incorporated, need input, IR\

2. Provide multi-tenant, pedestrian-oriented development at the street level

incorporated, need input, [] N/A

3. Accentuate primary entrances

incorporated, need input, L /A

4. Encourage the inclusion of local character

[] incorporated, need input, N/A

5. Control on-site parking

incorporated, need input, i N/A

6. Create quality construction

incorporated, need input, [ N/A

7. Create buildings with human scale

incorporated, need input, [ N/A
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LAMAR BEACH MASTER PLAN

DESIGN COMMISSION
REQUEST FOR RECOMMENDATION

Charles Mabry, Park Development Coordinator

Rebecca Leonard, President
Design Workshop

October 24, 2016
Tree ) 2
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BACKGROUND

 Lamar Beach includes 65.4 acres of parkland within Ladybird Lake Metropolitan Park System
bounded by Lady Bird Lake to the south,YMCA of Austin, railroad tracks and various parcels to
the north, Austin High School and Mopac to the west and North Lamar Boulevard to the east.

* In June, 2014 the City Council passed Resolution No. 20140612-060 to initiate the Lamar Beach
Master Plan

 Lamar Beach is home to multiple organizations that provide public benefits: Austin Animal
Center/Austin Pets Alive!, West Austin Youth Association, theYM CA of Austin, the Texas Rowing
Center and Austin Independent School District/Austin High School.

« Community expressed a strong desire to move forward with a comprehensive plan to address
issues like parking, environmental protection, public benefits and impacts of traffic changes.

%%

A U S T I— N Lamar Beh at Town .a]u: Metro Park

RS S DESIGNWORKSHOP
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https://austintexas.gov/sites/default/files/files/Parks/Parkland_Development/Parkland_Development/Master_Planning_of_Lamar_Beach_Council_Resolution.pdf



PROJECT TIMELINE

e June, 2014 — Council initiates Lamar Beach Master Planning Project

 February, 2015 - July, 2015 — Design Workshop procured through a Request
for Proposals (RFP) process to develop the master plan

 August, 2015 — Master Planning Process Begins

« September, 2015 — January, 2016 — Stakeholder Meetings and Public
Workshops Held

e March, 2016 — Draft Master Plan Submitted
« September, 2016 — Revised Draft Master Plan Submitted
e Qctober, 2016 —Boards and Commissions

« November 10, 2016 (Anticipated) — Request for Council Adoption

AUSTIN
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PROJECT GOALS

GOAL 1

BALANCE EXISTING USES ON THE SITE WITH ADDITIONAL SOCIAL AND
RECREATIONAL POSSIBILITIES THAT MAXIMIZE THE ENJOYMENT OF
THE PARK BY ALL.

GOAL 2
GAIN SUPPORT FROM AFFECTED STAKEHOLDERS INCLUDING CURRENT USERS,
ADJACENT PROPERTY OWNERS, SURROUNDING RESIDENTS AND COMMUTERS.

GOAL 3
ENHANCE THE NATURAL ASSETS AND MINIMIZE THE NEGATIVE IMPACTS ON THE SITE
AND ITS SURROUNDING CONTEXT.

GOAL 4
INTEGRATE ADJACENT PROPERTIES AND NEARBY NEIGHBORHOODS WHILE PROVIDING SAFE,
ACCESSIBLE CONNECTIONS THROUGH THE PARK.

GOAL 5
ENSURE FINANCIAL SUSTAINABILITY FOR THE PARK WHILE CREATING LONG-TERM VALUE FOR THE
RESIDENTS OF AUSTIN.

GOAL 6
SOLIDIFY THE IDENTITY OF LAMAR BEACH.





STAKEHOLDER OUTREACH
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TECHNICAL ADVISORY GROUP (TAG)

« Met six times during the course of the nine month planning process

e Provided technical guidance for the project

* Included staff from Austin Parks and Recreation Department, Animal Services,
Transportation, Watershed Protection, Public Works, Water Utility, Central Texas
Regional Mobility Authority, TXDOT and Austin Independent School District

STAKEHOLDER FOCUS GROUPS

« Stakeholder focus groups provided « Key stakeholders included:

feedback on programming, .
infrastructure, transportation, .
neighborhood connectivity, .
environmental concerns and other .
relevant issues affecting the .

development of Lamar Beach

[ ]
AUSTIN
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RECREATION
Cultural Places, Natural Spaces

Austin High School

AISD

TheTrail Foundation

Austin Parks Foundation

Old West Austin Neighborhood
Association

Downtown Austin Alliance
Downtown Austin Neighborhood
Association

West Austin Youth Association
Austin Pets Alive!

YMCA

Texas Rowing Center
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140+ Participants

Introduced Team,
Planning Process and
Project Goals

Listened to Issues and
Opportunities:

e Maintain Current Uses
 Expand Recreation
 Improve Mobility

80+ Participants m 80+ Participants

Reviewed Issues and M Shared 4 Refined
Opportunities Plan Alternatives

B Determined

Shared 6 Plan
Alternatives

Preferred Alternative

B DESIGNWORKSHOP





MASTER PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS - PHASE 1
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PROJECT COST RANGE PARTNER/LEAD
o Cesar Chavez Street Minor Improvements $270,000 - $350,000 Austin Parks and Recreation Department
e Stephen F. Austin Drive Improvements $240,000 - $320,000 Austin Department of Public Works
€X) Ball Field Improvements Phase One $4,400,000 - $5,700,000 West Austin Youth Association
@ West Parking Area Phase One (220 spaces) $520,000 - $674,000 Austin Parks and Recreation Department
@ Neighborhood Amenity Area Phase One $240,000 - $310,000 Austin Parks and Recreation Department
o Flume and Boat Ramp Improvements $200,000 - $270,000 Austin Parks and Recreation Department
o Butler Hike and Bike Trail Improvements $925,000 - $1,200,000 The Trail Foundation
© Heron Creek Park Trail Improvements $220,000 - $290,000 Austin Parks and Recreation Department
o South Parking Area $1,500,000 — $2,000,000 Austin Parks and Recreation Department
@ Town Lake Animal Facility/Austin Pets Alive! $18,000,000 - $24,500,000 Austin Pets Alive!
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MASTER PLAN RECOMMEN
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PROJECT

0 Cesar Chavez Street Realignment

@ Cesar Chavez Street and B. R. Reynolds Drive Intersection

@ Lamar Bridge Underpass Intersection Improvements

@ Lamar Boardwalk

@ Pressler Street Extension and Pedestrian Connection

DATIONS — PHA

¥,

(D south Park Road / Cesar Chavez Street Diet

0 Savanna Restoration

@ Gateway and Water Quality Features
@ Ball Field Improvements Phase Two
@ West Parking Area Phase Two

@ Neighborhood Amenity Area Phase Two

AUSTID
PARKS
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COST RANGE
$27,000,000 - $37,000,000
$340,000 - $440,000
$2,600,000 - $3,700,000
$2,400,000 - $3,200,000
$990,000 - $1,300,000
$460,000 — $590,000
$1,000,000 — $1,400,000
$1,000,0000 - $1,400,0000
$1,100,000 - $1,400,000
$324,000 - $420,000
$164,000 - $213,000

PARTNER/LEAD

Austin Transportation Department
Austin Transportation Department
Austin Transportation Department

The Trail Foundation

Austin Transportation Department
Austin Transportation Department
Austin Parks and Recreation Department
Austin Art in Public Places

Austin Parks and Recreation Department
Austin Parks and Recreation Department

Austin Parks and Recreation Department

DESIGNWORKSHOP
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Full Lamar Beach Master Plan
https://austintexas.gov/department/lamar-beach-master-plan
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Report Available Here:




https://austintexas.gov/department/lamar-beach-master-plan



		2016-10_LamarBeachMasterPlan_Backup

		Lamar Beach Boards and Commissions Slides - DesignCommission

		Slide Number 1

		Slide Number 2

		Slide Number 3

		Slide Number 4

		Slide Number 5

		Slide Number 6

		Slide Number 7

		Slide Number 8

		Slide Number 9

		Slide Number 10





		Project Name: Lamar Beach Master Plan

		Project LocationAddress: 1200 W. Cesar Chavez 78703

		Applicant: Charles Mabry c/o Austin Parks and Recreation Department

		Property Owner: City of Austin Parks and Recreation Department

		Mailing Address: 919 W. 28 1/2 St

		Mailing Address_2: 200 South Lamar

		Phone Number: 512-974-9481

		Phone Number_2: 512-974-9481

		Project ArchitectEngineer: Design Workshop, Inc.

		Project Start Date: July, 2015

		Project End Date: December, 2016

		Mailing Address_3: 800 Brazos Street Suite 490

		Phone Number_3: 512-499-0222

		Anticipated Dates of Action Planning Commission City Council: November 10, 2016

		Text95: October 11, 2016

		Text96: The Lamar Beach Park Master Plan was initiated by City Council with a resolution in June, 2014. Design Workshop was procured through an RFP process to assist the Parks and Recreation Department in developing the master plan, and the plan was developed in the fall of 2015 and early 2016 through a thorough stakeholder process.  The draft master plan was completed in March, 2016 and revised after an internal City review and resubmitted in September, 2016. Sustainability benfits of the plan include increased open space, improved drainage and increased tree plantings.  Community benefits include increased parkland and recreational amenities and mobility improvements. The Austin Parks and Recreation Department is seeking from the Design Commission a Recommendation to Council for the adoption of the master plan.

		Check Box97: Off

		Check Box98: Yes

		Check Box99: Yes

		Check Box100: Off

		Check Box101: Off

		Check Box102: Yes

		Check Box103: Off

		Check Box249: Off

		Check Box250: Yes

		Check Box104: Off

		Check Box105: Yes

		Check Box106: Off

		Check Box107: Off

		Check Box108: Yes

		Check Box109: Off

		Check Box110: Off

		Check Box111: Yes

		Text248: 

		Check Box112: Off

		Check Box113: Off

		Check Box114: Yes

		Check Box115: Off

		Check Box116: Off

		Check Box117: Yes

		Check Box118: Off

		Check Box119: Off

		Check Box120: Yes

		Check Box121: Yes

		Check Box122: Off

		Check Box123: Off

		Check Box124: Off

		Check Box125: Off

		Check Box126: Yes

		Check Box127: Off

		Check Box128: Off

		Check Box129: Yes

		Check Box130: Off

		Check Box131: Off

		Check Box132: Yes

		Check Box133: Off

		Check Box134: Off

		Check Box135: Yes

		Check Box136: Off

		Check Box137: Off

		Check Box138: Yes

		Check Box139: Off

		Check Box140: Off

		Check Box141: Yes

		Check Box142: Off

		Check Box143: Off

		Check Box144: Yes

		Check Box145: Off

		Check Box146: Off

		Check Box147: Yes

		Check Box148: Yes

		Check Box149: Off

		Check Box150: Off

		Check Box151: Off

		Check Box152: Off

		Check Box153: Yes

		Check Box154: Off

		Check Box155: Off

		Check Box156: Yes

		Check Box157: Off

		Check Box158: Off

		Check Box159: Yes

		Check Box160: Yes

		Check Box161: Off

		Check Box162: Off

		Check Box163: Off

		Check Box164: Off

		Check Box165: Yes

		Check Box166: Yes

		Check Box167: Off

		Check Box168: Off

		Check Box169: Off

		Check Box170: Off

		Check Box171: Yes

		Check Box172: Off

		Check Box173: Off

		Check Box174: Yes

		Check Box175: Off

		Check Box176: Off

		Check Box177: Yes

		Check Box178: Off

		Check Box179: Off

		Check Box180: Yes

		Check Box181: Yes

		Check Box182: Off

		Check Box183: Off

		Check Box184: Yes

		Check Box185: Off

		Check Box186: Off

		Check Box187: Off

		Check Box188: Off

		Check Box189: Yes

		Check Box190: Off

		Check Box191: Off

		Check Box192: Yes

		Check Box193: Off

		Check Box194: Off

		Check Box195: Yes

		Check Box196: Off

		Check Box197: Off

		Check Box198: Yes

		Check Box199: Off

		Check Box200: Off

		Check Box201: Yes

		Check Box202: Off

		Check Box203: Off

		Check Box204: Yes

		Check Box205: Off

		Check Box206: Off

		Check Box207: Yes

		Check Box208: Off

		Check Box209: Off

		Check Box210: Yes

		Check Box211: Off

		Check Box212: Off

		Check Box213: Yes

		Check Box214: Off

		Check Box215: Off

		Check Box216: Yes

		Check Box217: Off

		Check Box218: Off

		Check Box219: Yes

		Check Box220: Off

		Check Box221: Off

		Check Box222: Yes

		Check Box223: Off

		Check Box224: Off

		Check Box225: Yes

		Check Box226: Off

		Check Box227: Off

		Check Box228: Yes

		Check Box229: Off

		Check Box230: Off

		Check Box231: Yes

		Check Box232: Off

		Check Box233: Off

		Check Box234: Yes

		Check Box235: Yes

		Check Box236: Off

		Check Box237: Off

		Check Box238: Off

		Check Box239: Off

		Check Box240: Yes

		Check Box241: Off

		Check Box242: Off

		Check Box243: Yes

		Check Box244: Off

		Check Box245: Off

		Check Box246: Yes






Iltem 3b

i M i 2016/10/24

City of Austin
Design Commission — Project Submittal Consideration Sheet

Project Name:
Montopolis Recreation and Community Center

Project Location/Address:
1200 Montopolis Drive

Applicant: Property Owner:
Al York, FAIA City of Austin
Mailing Address: Mailing Address:
1301 E. 7th Street, Austin, TX 78702 505 Barton Springs Road Suite 900
Phone Number: Phone Number:
(512) 476-0201 (512) 974-7152
Project Architect/Engineer: Project Start Date: Project End Date:
McKinney York Architects Fall 2015 Winter 2019
Mailing Address: Phone Number:
1301 E. 7th Street, Austin, TX 78702 (512) 974-7152
Is project subject to redevelopment site Anticipated Dates of Action
plan or zoning application approvals?
Planning Commission:
Yes No City Council:

Narrative Description of Proposed Project (including entitlements that you are seeking;
attach or add additional page(s) as necessary) :

(Please see attachment for description)

Is Alternative Equivalent Compliance (AEC) requested for this project?

[ Yes No If yes, please refer to following page

Current Status of Submittal:

[] Conceptual Schematic Design Development

Do you have a copy of the Urban Design Guidelines for Austin? L] ves No
If not, please see:

http://www.ci.austin.tx.us/downtown/downloads/urban _design _guidelines for austin.pdf

Please fill in the subsequent information on the following pages.
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City of Austin
Design Commission — Project Submittal Consideration Sheet (Continued)

Relate the project to applicable items addressed in the Urban Design Guidelines for
Austin. For an explanation of each guideline, please review the document at:
http://www.ci.austin.tx.us/downtown/downloads/urban_design_guidelines_for_austin.pdf

ALTERNATIVE EQUIVALENT COMPLIANCE (AEC)

Is AEC being requested for this project? [ ves No

If yes, please explain nature of request including alternatives offered and entitlements
sought. Attach additional page if necessary.

Our new building is pulled back from the street and in alignment with the 25’ setback
identified on the plat. This setback is important to the neighborhood context and has been
noted by the community as something we should follow.

The plan complies with the Building Frontage requirement for urban roadways in 2.2.3.D,
that 40 percent of the net frontage must consist of building facade built up to the clear
zone or supplemental zone.

Given there is no parking proposed between the building and the principal street
(Montopolis), it is our understanding that the plaza area in front of the building which
contains protected trees is considered a Supplemental Zone.

We are asking for relief from the maximum width of the supplemental zone defined by
2.2.3.C. Given the presence of these protected trees, the project team will be submitting
for Alternative Equivalent Compliance (AEC) to have a Supplemental Zone wider than 20
feet. We feel that our design alternative is equal to or better than the current code
requirement because the wider supplemental zone retains the unique site characteristic of
the protected trees and creates a shaded public plaza of more open space that provides a
connection to the adjacent church.

AREA WIDE GUIDELINES

1. Create dense development

incorporated, need input, L na

2. Create mixed-use development

incorporated, need input, L1 {N/A
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3. Limit development which closes downtown streets

incorporated,

need input,

4. Buffer neighborhood edges

[]

incorporated,

need input,

[]

N/A

N/A

5. Incorporate civic art in both public and private development

[

incorporated,

need input,

6. Protect important public views

[]

7. Avoid historical misrepresentations

[]

incorporated,

incorporated,

need input,

need input,

8. Respect adjacent historic buildings

[

incorporated,

need input,

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

9. Acknowledge that rooftops are seen from other buildings and the street

[]

incorporated,

need input,

N/A

10. Avoid the development of theme environments

[]

incorporated,

need input,

11. Recycle existing building stock

incorporated,

need input,
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GUIDELINES FOR THE PUBLIC STREETSCAPE

1. Protect the pedestrian where the building meets the street

[] incorporated, need input, N/A

2. Minimize curb cuts

N incorporated, need input, N/A

3. Create a potential for two-way streets

incorporated, need input, NN

4. Reinforce pedestrian activity

N incorporated, need input, N/A

5. Enhance key transit stops

incorporated, need input, L [n/a

6. Enhance the streetscape

[ incorporated, need input, N/A

7. Avoid conflicts between pedestrians and utility equipment

U incorporated, need input, N/A

8. Install street trees

[ incorporated, need input, N/A

9. Provide pedestrian-scaled lighting

incorporated, O lheed input, N/A

10. Provide protection from cars/promote curbside parking

incorporated, [ Jheed input, N/A
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11. Screen mechanical and utility equipment

N incorporated, need input, N/A

12. Provide generous street-level windows

N incorporated, need input, N/A

13. Install pedestrian-friendly materials at street level

[ incorporated, need input, N/A

GUIDELINES FOR PLAZAS AND OPEN SPACE

1. Treat the four squares with special consideration

incorporated, need input, [] N/A

2. Contribute to an open space network

[ incorporated, need input, N/A

3. Emphasize connections to parks and greenways

B incorporated, need input, N/A

4. Incorporate open space into residential development

incorporated, need input, U {N/A

5. Develop green roofs

incorporated, need input, L nva

6. Provide plazas in high use areas

[] incorporated, need input, N/A
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7. Determine plaza function, size, and activity

[] incorporated, need input, N/A

8. Respond to microclimate in plaza design

0 incorporated, need input, N/A

9. Consider views, circulation, boundaries, and subspaces in plaza design

[ incorporated, need input, N/A

10. Provide an appropriate amount of plaza seating

[ incorporated, need input, N/A

11. Provide visual and spatial complexity in public spaces

[] incorporated, need input, N/A

12. Use plants to enliven urban spaces

0 incorporated, need input, N/A

13. Provide interactive civic art and fountains in plazas

incorporated, need input, [] N/A

14. Provide food service for plaza participants

incorporated, need input, L n/a

15. Increase safety in plazas through wayfinding, lighting, & visibility

[] incorporated, need input, N/A

16. Consider plaza operations and maintenance

[] incorporated, need input, N/A

Page 9 of 10





GUIDELINES FOR BUILDINGS

1. Build to the street

[] incorporated, need input, N/A

2. Provide multi-tenant, pedestrian-oriented development at the street level

incorporated, need input, [] N/A

3. Accentuate primary entrances

U incorporated, need input, N/A

4. Encourage the inclusion of local character

[] incorporated, need input, N/A

5. Control on-site parking

N incorporated, need input, N/A

6. Create quality construction

[ incorporated, need input, N/A

7. Create buildings with human scale

O incorporated, need input, N/A
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Montopolis Recreation and Community Center — Design Commission Schematic Design Submittal

Project Description

The Montopolis Recreation and Community Center is a two part project: construction of a new building
on the site located at 1200 Montopolis Drive and demolition of the existing recreation center, Health and
Human Services building and associated parking area.

The Montopolis Recreation and Community Center project was approved by the voters in the November
2012 bond election. Upon completion, the Montopolis Recreation and Community Center will be a joint
use facility between City of Austin Parks and Recreation Department (PARD) and Health and Human
Services Department (HHSD).

The site is relatively flat with a low spot at the corner of Montopolis and Larch Terrace. Parking for the
Facility is proposed to be concealed from Montopolis drive, behind the building. The proposed plan
makes great effort to preserve the existing trees on site with particular emphasis on the protected trees
and heritage trees surrounding the new building.

The proposal addresses the requirements of Subchapter E with the exception of the requirement for a 20
foot wide supplemental zone. Due to the presence of significant protected trees in this area of the
property, the building has been set back just beyond those treasures and a public plaza (supplemental
zone) shaded by these trees and wider than 20 feet has been incorporated into the project providing a
referential connection to the Dolores Catholic Church located north east of the site across Montopolis
Drive.

The scale of the new building has been designed to complement and not overwhelm the neighborhood
context. The community was surveyed early in the process to identify words that they would like to see
the facility embody. In addition to objectives common to all city projects like safe, inviting, friendly,
comfortable, and practical, the community wanted to see a project that was balanced, easy-going,
humble, and respectful while also being innovative, energetic, and adventurous. The community also
asked that the project be neither formal nor hip. Through its materiality and reserved integration into the
site, the design displays the relaxed, unpretentious attitude the community seeks while special elements
like the gym, the multipurpose rooms and the boxing center display a more adventurous and energetic
form.

In further dialog with the community, several approaches to organizing the program on the site were
offered and the community overwhelmingly favored the courtyard scheme that has been developed in this
schematic design. This sheltered courtyard and the visible public plaza fronting on Montopolis Drive
provide differing opportunities for community events and extend the functionality of the facility beyond the
limits of its footprint.

The proposed schematic design offers numerous opportunities for incorporation of the planned Art In

Public Places. As the project moves into Design Development, it would be beneficial to identify the
location so that the work can be integrated into the final project design.

1520 May 4, 2016 1





Montopolis Recreation and Community Center — Design Commission Schematic Design Submittal

Special Circumstances

Our new building is pulled back from the street and in alignment with the 25’ setback identified on the plat.
This setback is important to the neighborhood context and has been noted by the community as
something we should follow.

The plan complies with the Building Frontage requirement for urban roadways in 2.2.3.D, that 40 percent
of the net frontage must consist of building fagade built up to the clear zone or supplemental zone.

Given there is no parking proposed between the building and the principal street (Montopolis), it is our
understanding that the plaza area in front of the building which contains protected trees is considered a
Supplemental Zone.

We are asking for relief from the maximum width of the supplemental zone defined by 2.2.3.C.
Given the presence of these protected trees, the project team will be submitting for Alternative Equivalent
Compliance (AEC) to have a Supplemental Zone wider than 20 feet.

We feel that our design alternative is equal to or better than the current code requirement because the
wider supplemental zone retains the unique site characteristic of the protected trees and creates
a shaded public plaza of more open space that provides a connection to the adjacent church.

How does the Design Team propose to address the Urban Design
Guidelines?

This project has many aspects of the urban design guidelines already in place as part of its program:
AREA WIDE GUIDELINES:

1. Buffer neighborhood edges: The scale of the new building will be respectful of the neighboring
houses.

2. Incorporate civic art: The project will participate in the Art in Public Places program

3. Protect important public views: Respect has been paid to views of the park and to the adjacent
community church.

4. Avoid historical misrepresentation/Encourage the inclusion of local character: The project
will sensitively fit into the historical context of the neighborhood in regards to the scale of the
building and its use of materials.

5. Respect adjacent historic buildings: Front plaza addresses adjacent church that has been part
of the community’s rich history.

6. Acknowledge that rooftops are seen from other buildings and the street: Effort will be made
to screen rooftop mechanical equipment.

7. Avoid the development of theme environments: This development will maintain an authentic
representation of the community it serves.

GUIDELINES FOR THE PUBLIC STREETSCAPE:

1. Protect the pedestrian where the building meets the street: Primary building entrance is
covered, faces the principal street and is connected to the street by a continuous shaded
sidewalk.

2. Minimize curb cuts: Existing curb cuts along Montopolis have been removed and only one is
proposed on Larch Terrace.

1520 May 4, 2016 2





Montopolis Recreation and Community Center — Design Commission Schematic Design Submittal

Reinforce pedestrian activity: The proposed design incorporates public gathering spaces along
pedestrian routes. A new sidewalk will be constructed to comply with the 7’ planting zone and 5’
clear zone.

Enhance the streetscape: The proposed windows along Montopolis will enhance the connection
between the streetscape and activities on the inside of the building. All facades will meet the
glazing requirements set forth in the Building Design Standards.

Avoid conflicts between pedestrians and utility equipment: The transformer’s proposed
placement is away from pedestrian paths and screened from view.

Install street trees: Shade trees every 30 feet on center are proposed in the planting zone along
Montopolis and Larch Terrace.

Screen Mechanical and Utility Equipment: Trash collection and transformer will be screened
with landscaping.

Provide generous street-level windows: Windows along Montopolis are large in scale at the
front entry and at rooms with primary functions like multipurpose rooms used for meetings,
exercise and activities.

Install pedestrian-friendly materials at street level: A low concrete seat wall frames the front
plaza and provides a pedestrian friendly amenity.

GUIDELINES FOR PLAZAS AND OPEN SPACE:

1.

2.

10.

1.

Contribute to an open space network: Courtyard and plaza provide connectivity to existing
park and residential neighborhood

Emphasize connections to parks and greenways: The new building enhances its connection
to the existing park through the creation of the courtyard space.

Provide plazas in high uses areas: The proposed courtyard will provide common open space in
high use areas of the facility.

Determine plaza function, size and activity: The intention is for the open spaces to be used for
public gatherings and community events.

Respond to microclimate in plaza design: As the project develops, the design team will
investigate microclimate considerations.

Consider views, circulation, boundaries, and subspaces in plaza design: As the project
develops, the design team will consider views, circulation, boundaries and subspaces in the plaza
designs.

Provide an appropriate amount of plaza seating: As the project develops, the design team will
consider opportunities for seating especially in the shade of the existing large protected and
heritage trees.

Provide visual and spatial complexity in public spaces: As the project develops, the design
team will consider visual and spatial complexity.

Use plants to enliven urban spaces: As the project develops, the design team will consider the
use of plants to enliven the urban spaces.

Increase safety in plazas through wayfinding, lighting, and visibility: As the project
develops, the design team will take safety and visibility into consideration when designing the
wayfinding and lighting for the project. Exterior light fixtures will be fully shielded of full-cut off.
Consider plaza operations and maintenance: As the project develops, the design team will
take operations and maintenance into consideration.

GUIDELINES FOR BUILDINGS:

1520

1.

2.

3.

Build to the street: The proposed building and supplemental zone is built up to the clear zone as
defined by the 25’ building setback.

Accentuate primary entrances: The primary entrance is enhanced with glazing, signage and
shade canopy.

Encourage the inclusion of local character: The project will incorporate an existing large
mural/painting into the lobby/reception area. This mural is part of the Art in Public places archive
and is an art piece treasured by the local community.

May 4, 2016 3





Montopolis Recreation and Community Center — Design Commission Schematic Design Submittal

ok

Control On-Site Parking: Parking is placed behind the building and out of view.

Create Quality Construction: The quality of materials will take durability and maintenance into
consideration as well as sustainability for the life of the project. Given the proposed use of EIFS
as a material on the ground floor (below 10 feet) the design team will obtain a second point in
addition to the required base point. The design team proposes to obtain two points for providing a
sustainable roof design with the required SRI.

Create buildings with human scale: The building’s fenestration, massing and open spaces
reflect the design’s sensitivity and attention to human scale.

How can the Design Commission assist you in making the project better for
the community?

1520

The Design Commission can assist the project by providing input on the project’s adherence to
the Urban Design Guidelines.

If the Design Commission is in agreement with our strategy for respecting the protected trees and
widening the supplemental zone beyond the 20 feet, the Design Commission can demonstrate
support for the special circumstances previously outlined.

May 4, 2016 4
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		Check Box124: Yes

		Check Box125: Off

		Check Box126: Off

		Check Box127: Yes

		Check Box128: Off

		Check Box129: Off

		Check Box130: Yes

		Check Box131: Off

		Check Box132: Off

		Check Box133: Yes

		Check Box134: Off

		Check Box135: Off

		Check Box136: Off

		Check Box137: Off

		Check Box138: Yes

		Check Box139: Yes

		Check Box140: Off

		Check Box141: Off

		Check Box142: Yes

		Check Box143: Off

		Check Box144: Off

		Check Box145: Off

		Check Box146: Off

		Check Box147: Yes

		Check Box148: Yes

		Check Box149: Off

		Check Box150: Off

		Check Box151: Off

		Check Box152: Off

		Check Box153: Yes

		Check Box154: Yes

		Check Box155: Off

		Check Box156: Off

		Check Box157: Yes

		Check Box158: Off

		Check Box159: Off

		Check Box160: Yes

		Check Box161: Off

		Check Box162: Off

		Check Box163: Off

		Check Box164: Yes

		Check Box165: Off

		Check Box166: Off

		Check Box167: Yes

		Check Box168: Off

		Check Box169: Yes

		Check Box170: Off

		Check Box171: Off

		Check Box172: Yes

		Check Box173: Off

		Check Box174: Off

		Check Box175: Yes

		Check Box176: Off

		Check Box177: Off

		Check Box178: Off

		Check Box179: Off

		Check Box180: Yes

		Check Box181: Yes

		Check Box182: Off

		Check Box183: Off

		Check Box184: Yes

		Check Box185: Off

		Check Box186: Off

		Check Box187: Off

		Check Box188: Off

		Check Box189: Yes

		Check Box190: Off

		Check Box191: Off

		Check Box192: Yes

		Check Box193: Yes

		Check Box194: Off

		Check Box195: Off

		Check Box196: Yes

		Check Box197: Off

		Check Box198: Off

		Check Box199: Yes

		Check Box200: Off

		Check Box201: Off

		Check Box202: Yes

		Check Box203: Off

		Check Box204: Off

		Check Box205: Yes

		Check Box206: Off

		Check Box207: Off

		Check Box208: Yes

		Check Box209: Off

		Check Box210: Off

		Check Box211: Yes

		Check Box212: Off

		Check Box213: Off

		Check Box214: Off

		Check Box215: Off

		Check Box216: Yes

		Check Box217: Off

		Check Box218: Off

		Check Box219: Yes

		Check Box220: Yes

		Check Box221: Off

		Check Box222: Off

		Check Box223: Yes

		Check Box224: Off

		Check Box225: Off

		Check Box226: Yes

		Check Box227: Off

		Check Box228: Off

		Check Box229: Off

		Check Box230: Off

		Check Box231: Yes

		Check Box232: Yes

		Check Box233: Off

		Check Box234: Off

		Check Box235: Yes

		Check Box236: Off

		Check Box237: Off

		Check Box238: Yes

		Check Box239: Off

		Check Box240: Off

		Check Box241: Yes

		Check Box242: Off

		Check Box243: Off

		Check Box244: Yes

		Check Box245: Off

		Check Box246: Off
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Process for Design Commission evaluation of projects seeking review for substantial
compliance under the Density Bonus Provisions:

1. FourSix weeks prior to the target Design Commission meeting: the-Applicant will
contact Cemmissien-Density Bonus Liaison with intent to schedule project on the
next Design Commission agenda.

a. Density Bonus Liaison will provide application and submittal documentation
to Applicant and notify Commission Liaison.

2. Five weeks prior to the target Design Commission meeting: Density Bonus Liaison
will contact Chair of Working Group to schedule a meeting, copying Commission
Liaison.

2—By the end of the fourthThree weeks (24 days) prior to the target Design

Commission meeting: the Applicant will submit all completed application
requirements to Density Bonus Staff Liaison.

5.4, By the end of the third we-weeks (17 days) prior to the target Design
Commission meeting: Design Commission Working Group will meet at-leasttwe
weekspriorto-thetarget Design-Commission-date-to review project submittal and
evaluate Applicant’s presentation detailing substantial compliance with the Urban
Design Guidelines for Austin.

a. Cemmissien-Working Group will provide Applicant comments and
suggestions on improving presentation and issue a recommendation to the
Design Commission on achieving substantial compliance with the Urban
Design Guidelines for Austin.

6.5. By the end of the second One week (10 days) prior to the target Design
Commission meeting: The-Chair of the Working Group will eraftsend the Density
Bonus and Commission Liaisons the Working Group’sa written recommendation to
the Design Commission containing specific feedback given to the Applicant and, if
lacking, detaining items to address to achieve substantial compliance with the Urban
Design Guidelines for Austin.

#6.  One week (7 days) prior to the target Design Commission meeting: c©nce the
Density Bonus Liaison receives the revised project submittal from the Applicant and
the Commission Liaison receives the written recommendation from the Working

Page 10of3
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Group Chair-anrdrevised-projectsubmittal-from-the Applicant, the-Commission

Liaison will place project on the-Design Commission agenda for discussion and
possible action.

| 2.7.  Design Commission meeting: At the meeting,-the Design Commission will review
the project for substantial compliance with the Urban Design Guidelines for Austin
based on Working Group recommendations and issue a final recommendation
detailing to City Staff items needed to be addressed in order to achieve substantial

| compliance.

9.8.  Within Sone week after Design Commission meeting: ‘Aithinone-weekafter

the-Commissionreeting-the Chair will issue a formal written recommendation
based on the action taken by the by the Commission detailing to City Staff items

| needed to be addressed in order to achieve substantial compliance.

Week Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday
6 12 13 14 15 16
< Applicant contacts Density Bonus Liaison; >
Density Bonus Liaison sends application, etc.
5 49 20 21 22 23
| < Density Bonus Liaison contacts Chair
>
4 b6 27 to schedtﬁ Working Group mﬁtmg 30
Applicant’s
Density Bonus
materials due
3 3 4 3 6 7
< Working Group meets >
2 10 1L 17 13 1
<-momemee- _Chair erafts-finalizes written-Working Group’s written Working
recommendation -----—---- > Group’s rec.
due
1 1Y 18 18] 20 il
\pplicant’s project Agenda
hdded to agenda due at noon
0 Ji 25 26 27 28
Design R Chair finalizes Commission’s finalwritten recommendation --—-
Commission | _______ >
Meeting

Page 2 of 3
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2016/10/24
City of Austin- Design Commission
Project Review Application
The Design Commission provides advisory recommendations to the City Council to assist in developing public policy and to
promote excellence in the design and development of the urban environment. This Project Review Application must be
submitted before your project can be presented to the Design Commission for their review. This application primarily
addresses inhabited buildings and structures and their effect on the public realm; please refer to Appendix A for
infrastructure type projects.
PROJECT INFORMATION
Project Name
| [Project Type: () Infrastructure () City building & site__( ) Density bonus () Generak-Private project () Other " Comment [MKL]: Comm. Whatley
Project Location/Address
Applicant Property Owner
Mailing Address Mailing Address
Telephone Number Telephone Number
Project Start-Completion Dates
Applicant's Architect/Engineer
Indicate if proposed Project is required by City Ordinance to be reviewed by the Design Commission. \/COmmem [MK2]: Comm. Carroll

| [Describe the recommendation that you are requesting from the Design Commission. [c‘,mmem [MK3]: Comm. Carroll

Current Design Phase of Project (Design Commission prefers to see projects right after approved schematic design).

Is this Project subject to Site Plan and/or Zoning application approvals? Will it be presented to Planning Commission and/or
City Council? If so, when?
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REDRAFT

The Design Commission expects the applicant’s design team to present their project with those most knowledgeable and
encourages the inclusion of subconsultants at the presentation, when deemed necessary.

Compliance request if any. Beesthis-Proiact comuplywith- L and Davalanmant Co defbelania O on
MM%&D&EWW@@%&M@MMPI%% refer to webS|te for Alternate Equwalent Compllance (AEC)
requirements.

https://www.municode.com/library/tx/austin/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeld=TIT25LADE_CH25-
270_SUBCHAPTER_EDESTMIUS

‘ Does this Project comply with Land Development Code Subchapter E? (Llst\speuﬂcally any Alternative Equwalent

The Design Commission review of projects is based on the planning/design principals the Urban Design Guidelines for
Austin. Ensure that all applicable principals are addressed in the application questions and in your presentation.
https:/lwww.austintexas.gov/sites/default/files/files/Boards_and_Commissions/Design_Commission_urban_design_guideline
s_for_austin.pdf

The Design Commission supports the vision and principals of Imagine Austin Comprehensive Plan, especially those that
affect the urban environment and fabric. All projects should consider this vision and principals, many of which are similar to
the Urban Design Guidelines. Refer to Appendix B for the most pertinent sections of Imagine Austin.

PROJECT BACKGROUND

1] Provide project background including goals, scope, building/planning type, lsudgetand schedule. Broadly address each

of the “Shared Values for Urban Areas” that are listed on Page 6 of the Urban Design Guidelines. Attach additional pages
as needed.

2] [Has hhis project ircluded-conducted community/stakeholder outreach/nvelvement-efferis? If so, please provide
adegquate-documentation to eonfirm-demonstrate community/stakeholder aceeptanee-support of this project.

3. Iis this project seelmany—se#ﬁe#enﬁﬂemen&&eenneeteﬁemesubmlttmq for the Dovvmown Densn\/ Bonus Proqram’) If

S0, please prowde Vou

4. Has the project been reviewed by COA Department (i.e. DAC) Staff? If so, please describe and cite anyd relevant

comments or feedback that the Commission should be aware of.2

[ Comment [MK4]: Comm. Whatley J

[ Comment [MK5]: Comm. Whatley }

{Comment [MK6]: Comm. Henao-Robledo J

[ Comment [MK7]: Comm. Gonzalez J
[ Comment [MK8]: Comm. Carroll J
[Comment [MK9]: Comm. Franco J






5. Are there any limitations to compliance or planning principles due to thise specific requirements of this project that the
Commission should knew-abeut2be aware of?B-

EXISTING CONDITIONS AND CONTEXT

21] [Describe how Dees-the existing project sitelocation offers- epportunities-forADA enhances or improves connectivity
eftherincluding connectivity to public transportation, or bicycle and pedestrian routes, or multi-modal transportation. How
does the project comply with ADA requirements? Do demonstrate these issues, Please-elaberate-ProvidepPlease attach a

site and context map. Attach-additional-pages-as-needed:

| 32] Identify land describe Does-the-projectsite/lseation-nelude-any existing features that are required to -and/or should be

preserved, protected or celebrated, such as heritage trees, creeks or streams, endangered species (flora and/or fauna)?
| Attach additional pages site diagrams as needed.

43] [Is hhis project within any City of Austin planning districts, master plans, neighborhood plans, regulatory districts,
overlays, ete-etc? If so, please elaberate-illustrate as-te-how this project witt-be-a—geed-fit"conforms to the respective plan.
Attach additional pages as needed. (See below for requirements.)

| 54]) Listlany project program and/or site constraints that should be considered.

RELATIONSHIP TO PUBLIC REALM

Public realm is defined as any publically owned streets, pathways, right of ways, parks, publicly accessible open spaces and
any public and civic building and facilities. The quality of our public realm is vital if we are to be successful in creating
environments that people want to live and work in.

-Attach-additional- pages-as-needed:

1] The shared values outlined in the Urban Design Guidelines include Human Character, Density, Sustainability, Diversity,
Economic Vitality, Civic Art, A Sense of Time, Unique Character, Authenticity, Safety and Connection to the Outdoors. IHﬂ/L
is the project addressing these unique community characteristics.economicvitality safebyand connectivity? Dees the
projectintegrate art at moments where itinterfaces the public realm? Is the project developing any public amenities for

urban continuity and vital place making?

[Comment [MK10]: Comm. Henao-Robledo J

[ Comment [MK11]: Comm. Gonzalez ]

[Comment [MK12]: Comm. Henao-Robledo J

[ Comment [MK13]: Comm. Carroll J
[ Comment [MK14]: Comm. Whatley J
[ Comment [MK15]: Comm. Whatley ]
[ Comment [MK16]: Comm. Gonzalez }

[Comment [MK17]: Comm. Henao-Robledo J






2] Does this project encourage street level activity a¢to engage theand respond to functional needs such as shade, rest

areas, multi-modal transportation storage and paths?.

43, How will the project be a good neighbor to adjacent properties? For example, describe the treatment of the transition
area between properties, i.e. fence, landscapeing improvements, etc.

ENVIRONMENTAL/SUSTAINABLE ISSUES

1] |is khis project seeking a green building certification?_If so, describe which one and level of certification being sought.

Provide preliminary checklist for credits being attempted.

Does lthe project implement green infrastructure or innovative on site features such as rain gardens, or green roofs. How is

mechanical equipment housed or buffered from the public realm so as to reduce noise pollution and heat?Bees-this-project

2] [Demonstrate how ees-this project will mitigate isany have-ary-adverse effects on the environment, iei.e., air quality,

noise, watershed protection, dark sky, heat islands, etc?

| [Does Nour project encourage irrigation systems and native vegetation strategies to conserve energy and water resources?

3] [The [City Council has set ambitious goals to reduce Austin's community-wide greenhouse emissions to zero by 2050.

Describe all significant components of the project that will mitigate its contributions to climate change through, for example,
enerqy efficiency, on-site generation, demand-response, and building material selection. Please list any climate change

- [ Comment [MK18]: Comm. Gonzalez J

[ Comment [MK19]: Comm. Gonzalez J

- [ Comment [MK20]: Comm. Henao-Robledo J

[ Comment [MK21]: Comm. Gonzalez J
[ Comment [MK22]: Comm. Carroll J
- [ Comment [MK23]: Comm. Gonzalez J
[ Comment [MK24]: Comm. Carroll J
[ Comment [MK25]: Comm. Gonzalez J
- [ Comment [MK26]: Comm. Kenny J






related requirements or standards and how they were met or exceeded, including any relevant checklists. If there is no on-
site generation, please describe the process used to evaluate its generation potential and if the project is "solar-ready”.

34] Demonstrate how Dees this project will incorporate any-“green-building” materials and methods-and/ertechnigues, //[ Comment [MK27]: Comm. Carroll

iei.e., solar/wind power, rainwater harvesting, green roofs, recycled materials, high-efficiency equipment, etc.?

5] Describe lany other significant components of the project - including any significant structures and the site - that will ///[ Comment [MK28]: Comm. Kenny

mitigate other environmental and sustainability impacts, such as those on air quality, noise, watershed protection, wildlife
habitat, "dark sky," heat islands, building material sustainability, the reliance on single-occupancy vehicles, and water
supplies. List any related environmental, conservation, or sustainability standards or requirements the project achieved and
how they were met or exceeded.

EXHIBITS TO PRESENT | Comment [MK29]: Comm. Whatley
1) Existing zoning classification, adjacent zoning & uses, future land use map classification, topography.

2 Vicinity plan

3) Site plan and Landscape Plan

4) Ground level & basement plan & typical floor plan

5) Elevations and/or 3d views

6) Any letters of support or findings by other commissions.

7 Staff Reports, if any.

8) Records of public participation including public transportation and connectivity on site and within quarter mile.
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INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS





APPENDIX B
DENSITY-BONUS PROJECTS





APPENDIX C
IMAGINE AUSTIN RELATED POLICIES

Land Use and Transportation Building Block

LUT P30: Protect and enhance the unique qualities of Austin’s treasured public spaces and places such as parks, plazas,
and streetscapes; and, where needed, enrich those areas lacking distinctive visual character or where the character has
faded.

LUT 31: Define the community’s goals for new public and private development using principles and design guidelines that
capture the distinctive local character of Austin.

LUT P35: Infuse public art into Austin’s urban fabric in streetscapes along roadways and in such places as parks, plazas,
and other public gathering places.

LUT P41; Protect historic buildings, structures, sites, places, and districts in neighborhoods throughout the City.

LUT P43; Continue to protect and enhance important view corridors such as those of the Texas State Capitol District, Lady
Bird Lake, and other public waterways

LUT P44; Preserve and protect historic parks and recreation areas.

Economy Building Block

E P6: Support up-to-date infrastructure, flexible policies, and programs, and adaptive reuse of buildings, so that local, small,
and creative businesses thrive and innovate.

Conservation and Environment Policies Building Block

CE P3: Expand the City’s green infrastructure network to include such elements as preserves and parks, trails, stream
corridors, green streets, greenways, and agricultural lands.

CE P11: Integrate development with the natural environment through green building and site planning practices such as tree

preservation and reduced impervious cover and regulations. Ensure new development provides necessary and adequate
infrastructure improvements.

City Facilities and Services Building Block

CFS P14: Integrate erosion, flood, and water quality control measures into all City of Austin capital improvement projects.

CFS P24: Increase the share of renewable energy sources, such as wind, solar, and biomass, used by Austin Energy to
generate electricity, including infrastructure for on-site sources through out the City.

CFS P29: Increase the use of joint or shared facilities between public safety and other service providers, when possible, to
provide residents with efficient services, reduce costs, and maintain public safety infrastructure.

CFS P35: Distribute public buildings where neighborhood services are located and other accessible locations throughout the
City.





CFS P36: Improve multimodal public transportation access to the City’s public buildings and facilities, including the Austin-
Bergstrom International Airport.

CFS P37: Integrate public buildings and facilities into active, walkable, mixed use neighborhoods and complete, healthy
communities.

CFS P38: Reduce energy consumption and waste generation in all public buildings to meet the City’s greenhouse gas
reduction and zero waste goals.

CFS P39: Develop public buildings and facilities that create healthy work environments and educate the public about
energy-efficient, sustainable building, and greening best practices.

CFS P44: Feature superior design in parks and recreational facilities and include opportunities for public art and sustainable

design solutions.

Society Building Block

S P14: Locate emergency services within close proximity to all neighborhoods and continue to improve community outreach
and relationships between police and neighbors

S P25: Increase sidewalks and bicycle lanes in neighborhoods to create safer routes to schools, parks, and transit stops.

Creativity Building Block

C P16: Increase the availability of significant public art to designate districts and/or their entrances and to assist visitors in
navigating the area.

C P17: Define Austin’s sense of place through high standards for architecture and urban design, public art, public spaces
and parks, and arts education.
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net-zero

A\ 4

Agenda

1. Climate Resolutions Background
2. Community Greenhouse Gas Sources
3. Phase 1 Strategies and Actions

4. City Operations Key Performance Indicators

5. Discussion






2007 Climate Protection Resolution

“make Austin the leading city In the nation in the

effort to reduce the negative impacts of global

warming” i






City Council Climate Resolutions

Climate Nef Zero City Community Net Zero
Protection Operations Climate Plan Community
J  Plan by 2020 | “Resolution by 2050
/ Resolution /
-
2011 2017 k0 2050

Climate / Vulnerability of
Change / City Operations

Projections K to Climate
Analysis Change

Resolution Resolution





N

net-zero

v Council Resolution 20140410-024

Net-zero community-wide greenhouse gas emissions by 2050

— Achieve as soon as feasible
— Create action plan for each major emissions sector

— Propose interim targets starting with 2020





g 2010 Estimated Travis County
| Greenhouse Gas Inventory






| What does net-zero in 2050 mean?

A\ 4

g
2
=1
or
Ll
LE]
=2
8
i}
E
=
2]
]
=]
L]
&
=
2
c
e
[iF}
=
=
N=]
=

20,000,000
1310@010@0 2'315.' 15.2““6093 |:+J’;'1pﬁli...... ELL LD u--o--1--o--ll--r--vl--4.-1--4--.»--&&-11#
16,000,000 8 el deop s LU

14,000,000
12,000,000
10,000,000
8,000,000
6,000,000
4,000,000
2,000,000

- 2020: 1.3 MmiCOe (/= 10%0)

2030: 8 MmtCO_a (+/- 10%)

2040: 4.6 MmtCO e (+/- 10%)

2010 2020 2030 2040 2050

Enorgy Transportation & Frocoss & Materials & Businass as usual Met-Zero
Emizzions Mabile Sources Fugitive Emiasions  Waste Management growth of emissions Glide Path

== e

‘w_==-

1;\;-




http://www.bing.com/images/search?q=first+cell+phone&id=18AD399AAB4ABE81EC8F61A7B69103DFA9900C19&FORM=IQFRBA

http://www.bing.com/images/search?q=first+cell+phone&id=18AD399AAB4ABE81EC8F61A7B69103DFA9900C19&FORM=IQFRBA



Coordinating to Reach Common Goals

Imagine Austin

Austin Bicycle Master Plan
Urban Trails Master Plan Austin Energy Resource,
CAMPO 2035 Regional Generation, and Climate

Transportation Plan Transportation and Protection Plan
Land Use Plans Energy Plans

Austi
Community
Climate Plan

Zero-Waste
Plans

Austin Resource Recovery Master Plan





Direct Benefits to the Community

Reduced anergy cosis

Improved air quality

Improved anargy
sacurity and reliability

9

Improved public health

Decreased risk of
energy shortages
of outages

]

Thriving local economy

Graater affordability

for all

A
w

Expanded local

jobs crealion

e i A €=

Reduced traffic
cangestian

Safer streets

Improved disaster
preparedness

Protecied and
enhanced ecosystems

Reduced pollution

Enhanced transit
system

Diminished water
consumplion by
power plants






Electricity and
Natural Gas

Transportation
and Land Use

Materials and
Waste
Management

Industrial Process

Buildings and Integrated Efficiency

Promote Behavior Change
Resource Technologies

Infrastructure and Service
Land Use

Demand Management

Policy and Planning

Vehicles and Fuel Efficiency
Economic and Pricing Solutions

Organics Diversion
Purchasing

Methane Management
Recycle / Reduce / Reuse

Fuel Switching

Process Optimization
Capture and Destruction
Local Offsets

10





n Electricity and Natural Gas
Actions for Implementation within One Year

net-zero

@ il s e, 538
sy
| Coml

(5 e

Buildings and Integrated Efficiency

=g

Promote Behavior Change

11





Transportation and Land Use
Actions for Implementation within One Year

Demand Management
— Trip Reduction
— First and Last Mile

12





n Materials and Waste Management

net-zero

v Actions for Implementation within One Year

Methane Management Procurement

13





Additional Recommendations

Austin can expect

more extreme weather

Develop implementation plan for Phase 1 P b fors
actions and public outreach plan by summer
of 2016.

Determine feasibility of carbon impact
statement for major City Council decisions.

Determine feasibility of local carbon fee or
trading and investment program.

Continue climate research and resilience
planning efforts.

intense rairtall
events

14





Key Performance Indicators
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10 Organizational Key Performance Indicators

PERFORMANCE KEY
e i o Stated performance goal achieved or exceeded.

INgglele il P Performance goals and strategies under development.
oilemiese i o Stated performance goal not achieved.

Carbon Footprint (Municipal Operations)
e i Water Use

Vehicles & Equipment

City Right of Way

pLiiesis e Green Infrastructure & Stormwater Management
e i Workforce Wellness

Sustainable Purchasing
Energy Use

Green Building

Zero Waste

VN OFFICE OF
7 SUSTAINABILITY
CITY OF AUSTIN SIS





Organizational Key Performance Indicator

CARBON FOOTPRINT

CO2e Emissions from City Operations?
B carbon Offset Purchase

net-zero

CLippte

90,000

80,000

70,000

60,000

50,000

40,000

30,000

MTCOZe 2012 2013 2014 2015

GOAL: 5% EMISSIONS REDUCTION PER YEAR

PERFORMANCE TARGET MET

MTCO2e = Metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent

SCOPE

Electricity, natural gas,
and vehicle fuel use
(Does not include
direct emissions from
AE generation, the City
landfill, or wastewater
treatment)

KEY TAKEAWAYS
2012 GreenChoice
adoption created a
major reduction; fleet
reductions proving to
be more challenging

Office of Sustainability
and ACC plan to
purchase offsets this
year to stay on track

for carbon neutral by
2020 goal 17





Organizational Key Performance Indicator

VEHICLES & EQUIPMENT
’ SCOPE
% Alternative Fuel or Hybrid Fleet Vehicles - .
Purchased / % of Alterr::ative Fuel Used "aﬁ I Includes the en'slre
MO 5,000+ unit vehicle

® Purchased @ % of Alt. Fuel Used fleet

100% _ KEY TAKEAWAYS

Meeting purchase
80% [ goals

Need to increase
overall fleet fuel
efficiency and use of
alternative fuels for all
capable vehicles

60%

40%

20%

Fleet training video
2012 2013 2014 2015 released; Fleet Dept.
GOAL: 95% OF ALL NEW VEHICLE PURCHASES ARE ALTERNATIVE FUELED OR HYBRID converting fueling

PERFORMANCE TARGET MET infrastructure; B20

back at stations; OoS
light-duty purchase
assistance

Oy
fa

18





Organizational Key Performance Indicator

ENERGY

Annual Building Energy Use / Cost at Exisiting Facilities

~

ENERGY
® Use =@=Cost
1,800,000 1,747,000 75,000,000

! ! - 1,670,000 - : ; L
"’ 1,590,000 1,622,000

1,500,000 70,000,000
1,200,000

65,000,000
900,000

60,000,000
600,000
300,000 55,000,000
0 50,000,000
MMBtu 2012 2013 2014 2015 %

GOAL: 5% ENERGY REDUCTION USE PER YEAR (SBE B28)

PERFORMANCE TARGET NOT MET

SCOPE

Includes electricity
and natural gas used
in buildings, plus
chilled water

KEY TAKEAWAYS
State mandated goal

AE rate changes have
increased City costs;
demand charges a big
factor

Opportunities with
strategic facilities
planning, capital
project planning,
retrocommissioning,
education efforts with

facility managers
19





Organizational Key Performance Indicator

GREEN BUILDING |rm.]. SCOPE

% New CIP Meeting Minimum LEEI;)LSiIve‘r Certification / ﬂ% & All new municipal
New Square Footage of LEED-Certified City Projects f'f*wvm{:z‘?ﬁ buildings over $2M
and major renovations
~ 100%  100%  100% . o over $300K
E 400 o o 90%
1 R
'g‘ 350 80% @
q 300 70% g KEY TAKEAWAYS
= - 205,284 . 60% % Two prOchts were
° 0% B required in 2015; only
g 200 0% o one met LEED Silver
g 150 30% 5
=
5 D S0 @ Cross-departmental
8 0% E team analyzing the
B o0 ' 0% project review process
2012 2013 2014 2015 that assesses whether
the project needs to
GOAL: 100% COMPLIANCE WITH LEED SILVER OR BETTER FOR APPLICABLE PROJECTS meet LEED Silver

PERFORMANCE TARGET NOT MET

20
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New Central Library

Photo Credit: Lake | Flato Lake | Flato Shepley Bullfinch Jqlnt Venture
Source: https://www.flickr.com/photos/austinpubliclibrary/ Clty of Austin
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Bullitt Center

Source: http://www.aiatopten.org/node/427 Miller Hull Partnership | Seattle Washington

Photo Credit: Nic Lehoux
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Photo Credit: Bwag/Wikimedia POStaI SaVI n S Ba n k

Source: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Otto_Wagner Otto Wagne Vienna Austria
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Sherbourne Common

Source: http://www.csla-aapc.ca/awards-atlas/sherbourne-common PFS Studio | TOFOI’ltO, ON, Canada

Photo Credit: CSLA | AAPC






20100923-086





w
ey

=
.
Ta
b
"
-
)
3
i
-8
]
i
-
-
-
»d
-

I

¥

Photo Credit: Kit Johnson, AIA
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The Nicholas and Athena Karabots Pavilion

Art by Ned Kahn | Philadelphia, PA

Photo Credit: Kit Johnson, AIA
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Parthenon

Source: http://www.desktopwallpapers4.me/world/parthenon-athens-13467/ Athens, Greece
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Portland Building

Source: http://architizer.com/blog/30-years-architecture-ted/ Michael Graves | Portland, Oregon






Perot Museum of Nature and Science

Source: https://www.flickr.com/photos/ninjatune/8063429912/in/photostream/ Morphosis Architects | Dallas, Texas

Photo Credit: Justin Terveen
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Source: Google Images





Rue Franklin

Auguste Perret | Paris, France

Source:
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The African American Cultural & Heritage Facility

Photo Credit: McKinney York Architects McKinney York Architects | Austin, Texas
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Portland, OR

SERA Architects + Cutler Anderson Architect

Source: http://www.archdaily.com/505184/egww-sera-architects-cutler-anderson-architect

Photo Credit: Nic Lehoux





NORTHWEST RECREATION CENTER

The Lawrence Group | Austin, TX

Photo Credit: The Lawrence Group
Source: http://www.thelawrencegroup.com/portfolio/austin/12.php





ACC Rio Grande Campus

Photo Credit: Locations Hub Former Austin High School
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New Central Library

Lake | Flato Shepley Bullfinch Joint Venture

Photo Credit: Lake | Flato City of Austin
Source: https://www.flickr.com/photos/austinpubliclibrary/
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Photo Credit: City of Austin











